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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Amendment 

1 . Responsive to amendment/REMARKS, received on 1 0/1 7/2005, the Examiner 
noted disqualification of Sollee (US 6,614,899) reference as prior art under 35 U.S.C. 
103 (c) as pointed out by the Applicant. Rejection of claims 5-7, 9-10, 16, 24, 26-28, 32, 
33, 35, 36 and 38 is withdrawn. A new rejection of the said claims is as under. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

2. Claims 1 , 3, 4, 1 1 -1 3, 1 5, 1 7, 1 9, 21 , 22, 25, 29, 30, 31 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Tran etal. ("Tran"), US 6.154,646. 

Claims 1 .3.1 1 .15.17.19.25.29.30 and 31 Tran discloses apparatus and methods for use 
in a user system for interactively selecting call treatment from call treatment options for 
an incoming call, method steps including: 

Receiving, in the user system (see figure 1 and 2) an incoming call (control 
message) that invokes an application for a browser; 
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Receiving predetermine criteria (see figure 2, elements 33, 34), entered by a 
user through a user interface (see figure 1, elements 13, 14); 

Comparing information (see figure 2, user selection) from the MS display along 
with call treatment options per installed browser interface, by a module different from 
receiving module (claim 1 1) (HTML browser like interface 13, figure 1); and 

Loading a web page in the user system based on call information performing 
various services utilizing HDML protocol (see figure 1, elements 19, 21) {protocol aware 
module). 

(see col. 2, lines 51-65, col. 13, lines 41 through col. 4, lines 1-21). 

Claim 4 . As discussed in the rejection of claim 1 above, Tran discloses establishing 
a call session based on selected real-time call treatment instructions and sends R- 
DATA messages to the MSC/BS 15 (see col. 3, lines 47-50, col. 4, lines 4-9) to 
establish a call session according to HDML protocol. 

claims 12 and 13 . Tran discloses that CATS HLPI includes identifiers for call treatment 
in the R-DATA message and includes (inherently) the identifiers of a caller and callee 
(col. 4, lines 1-8). 

Claims 21 and 22 . Tran discloses that real-time call-treatment instructions (software 
routine) corresponding to the web browser are provided (see col. 1 , lines 66 through col. 
2, lines 1 and col. 3, lines 35-40). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 5-7, 9-10, 16, 24, 26-28, 32, 33, 35, 36 and 38 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Tran in view of Krishnaswamy et al. 
("Krishnaswamy"), US 6,909,708. 

Claims 5-7. 9-10. 16. 24. 26. 27. 28 . As discussed in the rejection of claim 1 above, 
Tran discloses establishing a call session based on selected real-time call treatment 
instructions (col. 3, lines 60 through col. 4, lines 1-9). However, Tran does not explicitly 
disclose real-time audio based and text-based interactive communication according to 
SIP. 

Krishnaswamy discloses method for use in an SIP clients system by establishing 
call sessions according to session initiation protocol (SIP) utilizing and "ITU-T" standard 
H.323 based video conferencing architecture includes real-time video, voice and data 
communication sessions (claims 5- 7, 16, 24, 26-28), see col. 129, lines 53 through col. 
130, lines 1-25. 
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Krishnaswamy further discloses receiving through user interface accessible 
through PC software and a Web browser. The interface supports the customization 
applications (user-defined data) for to the web browser (see col. 66, lines 47-65). 
(claims 9, 10,21, 22). 

Therefore it would be obvious to one having skill in the art, at the time of 
invention, to modify Tran by utilizing SIP call session as by utilizing already known 
H.323 and similar techniques as described in ITU-T Standard and used by 
Krishnaswamy. This technique is used to initiate call sessions to invite members by 
other mechanism including real time transport protocol for transporting real time data, 
as desired by Tran (col. 1 , lines 32-38). Therefore it would be obvious to one having skill 
in the art, at the time of invention, 

Claims 32, 33, 35, 36, and 38 . A URL is a string expression representing 

address on the World-Wide Web. Tran discloses a CATA handler14 that packages the 
user selected call-treatment options in a pop-up browser menu on the MS display. Tran 
fails to disclose a URL as claimed herein. However, Krishnaswamy, in his 
communication system architecture discloses receiving URL through user interface. The 
HTTP server maps all requests to a CGI script 460 (figure 41 ) based on the URL 
information requested (see col. 60, lines 30-43, col. 64, lines 41-49). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having skill in the art, at the time of 
invention, to modify method of interactively selecting call treatment in real-time, by Tran, 
by utilizing methods of transfer of information across Internet, disclosed by 
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Krishnaswamy, This would allow a user to route multimedia information through a 
switched network that includes transfer of information across the Internet where users 
can manage more aspects of a network and control network activities from a central 
site. 

4. Claims 14, 34, 37 and 39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Tran applied to claim 1 above, in view of Nishi (US 6,681 ,395). 

Tran does not expressly disclose some of user-defined rules as claimed herein. 
However, these rules are well known to one skilled in the art as disclosed by Nishi in 
col. 6, lines 50 through col. 7, lines 1-67, figures 10 and 10 A. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a skilled artisan, at the time of this 
invention, to be able to create a template consisting of time, date, message subject, 
message priority and message direction in the call treatment menu of Tran in order to 
improve selection of desired program guides displaying programs stored in the terminal. 

Response to Arguments 

5. Applicant's arguments filed 10/17/2005 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. The Applicant argued, in reference to claims 1, 3, 4, 11-13, 15, 17, 19, 
21 , 22, 25, 29, 30, 31 , that Tran does not anticipate "comparing, by the user system, 
information in the control message against the one or more predetermined criteria..." . 
The Examiner believes that this limitation is clearly anticipated by the cited art (see col. 
4, lines 1-3) where "a user reviews the call information and selects...". As for the other 
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rejection of other claims, Applicant's arguments are moot in light of new cited reference 
(Krishnaswamy, US 6,909,708). 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Afsar M. Qureshi whose telephone number is (571 ) 272 
3178. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Chi Pham can be reached on (571) 272 3179. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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